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IPLOMATIC circles in France, Italy 

and Great Britain are still busied 
with discussions of Abyssinia’s status as 
a member of the League of Nations. The 
issue was raised in an Abyssinian note 
to the League, published at Geneva on July 
28, wherein an appeal was made for the 
preservation of Abyssinian independence. 
The note protested against the recent 
Anglo-Italian pact, which was viewed as 
an attempt to coerce Abyssinia into grant- 
ing economic concessions adversely affect- 
ing its national sovereignty. Great Brit- 
ain was seeking a concession for a dam 
on Lake Tsana in Northern Abyssinia, for 
the irrigation especially of the Sudan 
cotton fields, while Italy wished to con- 
struct a railroad across Eastern Abys- 
sinia to connect the two Italian colonies 
of Eritrea and Somaliland. As a mem- 
ber of the League of Nations Abyssinia 
appealed against the Anglo-Italian agree- 
ment, which had been concluded behind 
the back of the Addis Abbaba Government 
and which had the effect of putting Abys- 
sinia under unfair pressure to relinquish 
its independence. 

On behalf of Great Britain, Sir Austen 
Chamberlain has replied that the Anglo- 
Italian pact in no way affects the national 
sovereignty of Abyssinia, inasmuch as 
that country is still free either to grant 
or withhold the concessions desired by 
Italy and Great Britain. The pact is 
merely an extension of the Tripartite 
Treaty of 1906 which delimited French, 
British and Italian zones of influence in 
Abyssinia. Great Britain hoped to be 
able to demonstrate that the Tsana dam 
would benefit not only agriculturists of 
the Sudan and Egypt but that it would 
promote agriculture in Abyssinia as well. 

The attitude adopted by Italy has been 
similar to that of the British Government. 


It is officially denied that the pact is an at- 
tack on Abyssinia’s independence or an 
attempt to coerce Abyssinia into granting 
economic concessions. Italian newspapers, 
meanwhile, go further, complaining that 
it was France who urged Abyssinia 
to prefer its protest before the League and 
that this was done by France in a spirit 
of malice to prevent legitimate Italian 
colonial expansion. There has been talk 
in the Italian press, moreover, of re- 
examining the question of Abyssinian 
membership in the League. They point 
out that the social fabric of the country 
is still based on slavery. “Is this compa- 
tible with League membership?” they 
ask. “Should not Abyssinia be placed un- 
der the care of a mandatory power until 
such time as it has actually qualified for 
the League membership which it obtained 
in 1923, perhaps prematurely, with the 
aid of France?” 

In French diplomatic circles the Ital- 
ian charges of interference are denied, 
but strong support is given to Abyssinia, 
whose suspicions of the poltical purposes 
of Italy and Great Britan are character- 
ized as being well-grounded. France it- 
self is prepared to attack the Anglo-Ital- 
ian pact because it was concluded without 
its consent in spite of the fact that France 
was a signatory of the Treaty of 1906. 

The intensity of feeling on the Abys- 
sinian question, and the gravity of the is- 
sue raised by the Abyssinian note will 
combine to make its settlement at the Sep- 
tember meeting of the League a delicate 
matter. It will also be a significant test 
of the strength of the League. Having 
once admitted Abyssinia to membership 
will it be able to enforce that respect for 
Abyssinan rights which is made difficult 
by the undeniable retardation of civiliza- 
tion in the Ethiopian kingdom? 
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Groping for a Policy 

To the foreign diplomats in Peking 
the summer will probably seem more of 
a Roman holiday than a vacation. Long 
and heavy salvos are being fired by their 
nationals in the larger treaty ports 
against the alleged negligence of the dip- 
lomatic body in failing to enforce the ex- 
isting treaties. There are bitter demands 
for the removal of the present Ministers 
and their replacement by “stronger” men. 

British circles are particularly vehement 
~ in their denunciations, but American 
groups are not unaffected. An active 
effort is apparently afoot to recall the 
American Minister MacMurray and also 
the American Consul General in Shang- 
hai; the latter because of his favoring 
the return to the Chinese of the Shanghai 
Mixed Court. 


But not only the Ministers are under 
bombardment; the whole policy of the 
Powers with regard to China is vigorous- 
ly attacked. Granted, however, that in 
earlier months there was appalling in- 
action in Peking and that treaty viola- 
tions are of almost hourly occurrence, it 
remains difficult to see what constructive 
present path the foreigners in China ad- 
vocate. From conservatives there is a 
call for backing up the treaties by mil- 
itary power and rigorously enforcing 
them. From other sides, there is insis- 
tence that such a course would bring dis- 
aster; consequently, that America should 
revise her policy of cooperation and pur- 
sue independent action before she be- 
comes unwillingly involved in any inter- 
national intervention. There is a surpris- 
ing disregard of the possibilities of inter- 
national cooperation along truly liberal 
lines of courageous statesmanship. The 
diplomats, themselves evidently without 
constructive proposals, face many more 
difficulties before the “China policies” of 
the Powers are successfully se 


An Economic Locarno 


NOTHER step toward economic har- 

mony between France and Germany 
was taken on August 5 by the signing of a 
treaty of commerce and amity. This 
treaty which is the closest commercial 
bond ever entered into between these two 
traditional enemies covers almost the 
whole range of commercial relations be- 
tween the two countries. It gives France 
the minimum German tariff on practically 
all agricultural products as well as on a 
great variety of other commodities while 
France in effect grants most-favored-na- 
tion treatment to German products. 


The new treaty becomes effective on 
August 20 and runs for a period of six 
months. In the meantime it is provided 
that one month after France has passed 
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a new tariff law, representatives of the 
two countries will meet for the negotiation 
of a permanent treaty. 


Notes 


Il Duce continues to dictate. A new de. 
cree adopted by the Italian Cabinet Au- 
gust 3 provides for the gradual elimina- 
tion of all non-Fascist public gather. 
ings of an intellectual, sporting or chari- 
table character. Public manifestations 
and ceremonies are to be strictly limited 
te those “effectively useful and which, 
through the high characters of the organ- 
izers and availability of funds, give guar- 
antees of attaining the purposes for which 
they are intended.” A reorganization of 
the Automobile Club of Italy, the Nation- 
al Pugilistic Federation and the Italian 
Football Federation, intended to remove 
disturbing elements and put the director- 
ates of these athletic associations in 
close touch with the leaders of the Fascist 
Party has already been effected. Thus 
individual liberty continues to diminish in 
Italy and the activities of Italians are 
more and more controlled from above. 


A Moscow despatch of August 3 to the 
New York Times states that “the Soviet 
Government is ready to send a debt-fund- 
ing commission to the United States.” 
The following day, a Washington item in 
the same paper categorically denied that 
the Soviet Government had made over- 
tures to the United States for a refundng 
of the Russo-American debt. It was 
further stated that if the Moscow “‘feeler” 
is followed by an official inquiry as to the 
willingness of the United States to enter 
into negotiations with a Soviet debt-fund- 
ing commission, the indications are that 
the answer would probably be in the nega- 
tive. It has been repeatedly stated offici- 
ally by Washington that recognition of So- 
viet Russia is impossible until Moscow has 
recognized her debts to the United States. 
It would be interesting to know where 
the blame for failure to settle this long 
standing question should really be placed. 


America’s debt policy continues to agi- 
tate Europe. Emerging from a long per- 
iod of obscure retirement, Clemenceau, 
the war premier of France, addressed a 
letter to President Coolidge under date of 
August 8 appealing to the President not 
to consider the French debt as a purely 
commercial proposition. The war pre 
mier warned the President that “France 
is not for sale” and criticised the United 
States by comparing the separate peace 
made by the United States with that made 
by Russia at Brest-Litovsk. 

The President has not replied to the 
Clemenceau letter beyond announcing that 
the debt settlements are closed. 
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